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Dear Ed, 

I H e fiiuLshed Domhof.f *s excellent chapter on theClA. foe Lad the current tusto is 
for shor Looks, for inis chapter alone could have been expended into a book. I d like to 
see it happen. Thus, there aro thing I know he had to km/ from liis citations that he iiad 
to omit. 


The chief value tliis had for me is to remind me of what I’d forgotten (.and someday I 
have to locate my misfiled cr misplaced file on this subject, lost since wo moved here)* 

One of the sources cited is a contraction for a doctoral thesis with which 1 had 
so^o influence. Burger planned a different subject* x persuaded him to shift it to his 
and then opened s too, mouths and files for him where X could* 


Tile intoriuil evidence suggests that ^ownoff may have had some trouble getting this 
Look published, for there are tilings ho should have known, such as deaths (Romuoldi) , 
new and relevant positions (uampelman on the WRTA board, Braden as com; lOnfatot-colivouLst , 
etc). These required so few words 1 can* t explain it as space-saving. 

Brown, for example, had the use of the diplomatic, pauch, to my knowledge (l was 
offered it for an arcane project cf non— intelligence nature). 


I’lct vi v»V~> i UJ. 1 «.4,U 0 , 

'evad worhtwhile Look. 


his cliapters parts could each, easily, be expanded into a separate 
That on L.A. would be among the more fascinating. 


1 hope to find time to road all of this fine writing, and I’m certainly glad to have 

Xt o 


The stuff from H.O. strongly suggests there is no case against JG. I’ve no tine to 
explain the o i dunce and reasoning behind this. I believe other objectives are more 
important than convicting the petty racketeers, hence the clear case against them is 
jeopardised for the larger objective and some of the guilty besides Gervais will surface 
as immunised added irlormants. Gallery now seems to be a likely one. And there will be 
more t nan one. I can* i believe it is merely to get dim, for that they will not do on the 
basis of wliat lias come cut and probably can 1 1 do before a Dew Orleans jury regardless of 
wliat they have. The p.r. objectives are clear, as is the subtler jruboff on all ¥11 critics. 
Still not enough, tlio. 1 can visualize a combiiiation of minor ones like those, but still 
wonder if combined they provide the answer. I did get a clipping from the Statoe-Itoa 
from a B.O. source more recently tjiari any you could have sent me could iiavo reached mo. It 


camo by air from there getting here yesterday. Apparently P. Lee Bailey is down there 
considering wnethor he* II join or lead the defense. I hope i'c is true for ho will not 
lot Jim dorauiato it and will undoubtedly stipulate that as a condition. Tlioy have met 
Uirough Belli, I bclrove, in the past, bailey is, I think, the bettor trial, lawyer. 

I think this could help aspire a chance ’of the truth and the underlying causes emerging. 


Best, 


